Remarks 

The above Amendments and these Remarks are in reply to the Office Action mailed March 23 , 2005 . 

Claims 1-16, 31-56, and 58-160 were pending in the Application prior to the outstanding Office 
Action. In the Office Action, claims 1 , 4-9, 1 2- 1 6, 3 1 , 34-38, 4 1 , 44-48, 5 1 -52, 54, 56, 58-59, 63-69, 7 1 -72, 74- 
82,84-86,90-96,98-111, 115-119, 122-123, 126, 128-132, 134-136, 140- 145 and 147- 160 were rejected, and 
claims2-3, 10-11,32-33,39-40,42-43,49-50,53,55,57,60-62,70,73,83,87-89,97, 112-114, 120-121, 124- 
125, 127, 133, 137-139 and 146 were objected to solely as being dependent upon a rejected base claim. 
Applicants have accepted the allowed claims. 

Within the Office Action, claims 1,7-9, 15-16,31,41 and 108 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Cauthen, U.S . Pat. No. 6, 1 79,874 (hereinafter "Cauthen"). Claims 108-111, 
1 15-1 16, 1 19, 122-123, 126 and 128 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Foley 
et al. (hereinafter "Foley"), U.S. Pat. No. 6, 1 93,757. Within the Office Action, claims 5 1 -52, 54, 56, 58-59, 
63-69, 71-72, 74-78, 82, 84-86, 90-96, 98-107, 132, 134-136, 140-145, 147-156, and 158-160 have been 
rejected under 3 5 U. S .C. § 1 02(e) as being anticipated by Ramadan, et al. (hereinafter "Ramadan"), U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,517,580. 

Within the Office Action, Claims 3 1 , 37-38, 41 , and 47-48 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Cauthen. Claims 1,4-6, 9 and 12-14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Cauthen in view of Viart et al., FR 2805985. In addition, Claims 3 1 , 34-36, 4 1 and 
44-46 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cauthen in view of Viart et al. as 
applied to claims 1 , 4-6, 9 and 12-14. Claims 5 1 , 76, 78-8 1 and 1 57 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ramadan. Claims 108, 110, 115, 117-118and 129-131 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Foley in view of In re Dailey and Eilers. 

The Applicants respectfully traverse the above rejections. However, to expedite the prosecution of 
the present application, the Applicants have accepted the allowed claims. 

In addition Claim 1 08 has been amended to recite that the socket includes an end wall. Further, Claim 
1 60 has been amended to recite that the curved surface has a third wall and a fourth wall, whereby the height 
of the third end wall is higher than the fourth end wall. 

From the above amendments, the Applicants respectfully submit that all independent claims are 
allowable and all dependent claims are allowable at least for the reason that they depend from allowable 
independent claims. 
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In light of the above, it is respectfully submitted that all of the claims now pending in the subj ect patent 
application should be allowable, and a Notice of Allowance is requested. The Examiner is respectfully 
requested to telephone the undersigned before an advisory action is issued in order to avoid any unnecessary 
filing of an appeal. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any underpayment or credit any overpayment to Deposit 
Account No. 06- 1 325 for any matter in connection with this response, including any fee for extension of time, 
which may be required. 



Customer No. 23910 

FLIESLER MEYER LLP 

Four Embarcadero Center, Fourth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-4156 

Telephone: (415) 362-3800 



Respectfully submitted, 




By: 
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